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REMARKS 

Claims 20- 34. *nd 36-47 we pending with cWml 21-29, 33, 54, 36. 37. 39,40 and 42- 
44 withdrawn and claims 32 and 41-52 cancelled by this piper. 

Applicants acknowledge the Examiner's time and courtesy during the June 24, 2003, 
interview with Applicants' representative James £. Ruland, See Interview Summary of June 
24.2003. The below conimexuswiUaddzeas the Final Actio* mailed March 14,2003, end chat 
tatexvicw. 

Briitf DeacriptSon of Anv Exhibit Shown or Pemonsttmtw»i Conrtiirtrtl 
None. 

T*»,fi**»Ain ofthdOiim Discussed. 

Claims 20, 41 , 45. 46, and 48-52 were discussed. 

U.S Patent No. 5,395, S41 (Spettbana). 

t^tifi^tw^ of the Principle Proposed AmfflftnftfT 

C/awt Amendment* 

Commas have been added for die various species of copolymer (A) in the independent 
claims to detioctte the individual denned species, as discussed during the interview. 
Applicant* xtvpecrfuily submit that adding commas doe* not narrow the scope of the claims. 

Claim Jiqections Vndtr USC §U2. fint paragraph 
The Action sQefljn that the copolymer (A) made ftotn an unsaturated epoxide in 
independent claims 20. and 45-46 is not fully enabled unless ethylene u included in the 
copolymer. During the interview* it was suggested to amend copolymer (.A) to define itas 
being madf fr^w ethylene and ao. HTyaninrtHl fpoxVlfr or being of ethylene and an- unsaturated 
epoxide. As depicted above* such amendment* ate made in independent claims 20, 4 J , 45 
and 46, Consequently, Applicenrs respectfully toibtnit the** rejections ihould be withdrawn. 
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Clatm rejection under SS USC §U2. second parufrtqfh 
The Action alleges that the weight trios are not concisety denoted in fee absence of a 
denominator. A p pl icants icspcctlully «utnnit that the weight rario is now clarified in 
independent claims 20, 41, 45 and 46 to address these concerns. Alto, Applicant 
mpectfiUly tttbout ifaK claritying the ratio* by adding *;}" does not narrow the scope of the 
claims. 

Clatm rwjmcuons under 35 USC § J 03 
Claims 20, 30, 32. 38 and 45-52 stand rejected under 35 USC |103 a* aUtfgcdly being 
umjatettbje over Speimann. Applicants respectfully submit thai the independent claims now 
define thai the weight auto of (CV(B) is 02^1-0.5:1. As discussed in Applicants* bat reply 
fil«4 Febauuy 24. 2003, Spalrhtnri discloses • weight ratio afcomponmu (2XayO)0>> °f 
ahoui 0,7S-9 ? 000, Spelthaon ikiU to teach or tvgptft a wtnj^jt nrc'o of (C>(B) of 0J2: 1-0.5; 1 . 
Sec pages 5-6 of the Reply filed February 24. 2003 . Consequently, Applicants respectfully 
submit that me conendy amended independent dawns are p at en tab le over Spelthann These 
sjneodmenu were discussed during the interview and are now Reflected in the claims. 

General Thtutt of Princtnfr *«"«^t 

With respect to the eermal thrust of arguments accompanying me amendments to in* 
claims* these arguments have been included above with me discussion of the amendments. 

Claim r*jt*ti<w under 35 USC §$JJ7. flrti pomgrepk 
The Action alleges Dux there is no support on page 5. lint 36 -paged, line 33 lor the 

characterizarioo in claim 48 that, "co-polymer (Cj piomotes the cronunlong of copolymers 

CA) and (B). The Action also alleges thai the sou ices of the weight ratios of (CyrB) of claims 

50 and 52 cannot be found. 

During the interview. Applicants pointed out thai support for chum 4S can be found in 

the specification at page J, foe 36-page 2, line 2. However, Applicants have cancelled claim 

48 to expedite the resolution of the remaining issues. 

With respect to the source of the weight ratios of(CV(B), as discussed during the 

interview. Appli can t s leepect&Uy submit that support can be found at page 6, linos 2-3. 
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Consequently, Applicants respectfully submit that these rejections should be withdrawn* 

Cto«m Differentiation 
Duiiog the nrterview, the Frsminrr alio requested clarification of claims 10 and 4, l. 
Apptirtmi respectfully submit thai a species of copolymer (A) U defined at a copolymer 
made ftom ethylene and an umwuattd epoxide, while claim 41 defines a copolymer (A) as 
being of ethylene sad an imcsnmrcd epoxide Aj discussed in the interview, Applicants 
provided these claims with this distinction to ensure coverage emitted by Applicants m view 
Of the decision in £xxon Chemical Patvttt. Inc. v. L&riioi Corp,, 35 USPQ 2d (fed. 
Or. 1993). 

£cn»n v. Lubriuii pertains to ■ lubricating oil competition comprising an sshlts* 
rl i rpmiM . Wb*n the athies* dispertam was combined with ©ibex component** the *»hW« 
dispersant was not pcesem in the final cornpothion fa the amounts claimed. The patentee 
Exxon argned tbar the amount* of claimed product should be compared to the initial 
ingredient* combined K> make the p/odnct. However, the alleged ioftinger Lubrizo] claimed 
that its product did not contain the amount of ashless dtsperunt required by Exxon's claim 
because tbc ashless dispcrs a m when combi n ed reacted with the other ingredients, Tba Court 
declined to follow Exxon** mterpretation and found that Lubrizol did not inrYingf Exxon's 

In the ptcsem application, the claims define polymer* and copolymer* Copolymers 
■s well as other polymers art generally defined from their starting monomer*. As an 
cwtmple, Hawiey'a Condensed Chemical Dictionary (1997) defines a copolymer, in part, by 
providing an example of a SBR (styrcne butadiene rubber) synthetic rubber. There is no 
sryrene or butadiene in the copolymer, rather this it what the copolymer is made fioru. 

Al though Applicants do not know bow a court would interpret the present claims. 
Applicants have provided the claims defining the copolymers as befog made from their 
specific starting monomers, as well as an mrirprnrVM claim defining the copolymer a* 
inrh i din g its starting monomers, which Is consistent with the terminology generally used in 
the art However, Applicant* are submitting both of these types of cJaim* to ensure coverage 
of what Applicants ate entitled. 

In view of the above remade*, frvorablt reconsideration is courteously requested. If 
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there ax* any ictnaintng; issues wbxcb could be expedited by a telephone conference, the 
Fxeminftf is courteously invited to Telephone counsel at the somber indicated below . 

The CotmnMoner is hereby authorized t& charge any fees associated with this 
response ar credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 13-3402. 



J&cs gfDLtftand (Rng. No. 37^32) 
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